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His participatiokjui disclos 
and he places it at a date prior 
elll knoi/n, those aurface-to-air 
against sliips, but not the kind t 



ure of the |)resence of missies in Cuba adds up to nothing 
to the instalation of any mis-iles other than what was 
riisoles of anti-aircraft nature also capable of use 
he C3 was later to call "offensive"/ 



The saaf-portrait of this man that continues to emerge is of a laan vrho does not kiiovr 
his business . The politics permeat to the informed reader. But it is incredible tliat he 
pl.-.ces himself in Havana the new years even that the revolution was over and confesses^ 
he didn't Imbw xdiat was going on! He complains to the hotel operator about not being able to 
get a lino to the United States. 'Eiis is his dialogue: 



"But, sir, you don't know?" replied the girl indignantly. "It's the revolution! 

"Revolution?iffaht revolution?" I said stupidly. (27S) 

It took himriiseveral pages to become convinced (28l):"Uli8n the pistol -shot hit the >iindow 
behind me, I fiMlly believed it was the revolution." I leave it to the Fraziers to 
determine whether it was a pistol from wlxLch the bullet cane. 

to find 

There is all kind of crazy stuff. On 287 he says, "In liarch 1961 I arrived in Havana 
transformed into a military camp, mth armed militiaiaen stationed at each street comer 
beliind a pile of sandbags. Castro had launched a new campaign to defend the country 
against imperialist invaders who, he proclaimed, were regdy to land and 

occupt the island." 



But forgetting tliis, tallcLng of the may of Pigs, the next month, in time, he says ^ 

"but the &ierican people were no more prepared for it tiian the Cuban people had been xor 
the landing of the Bay of Pigs." To leave no doubt of his om thifcough and complete ignor 
ances, superspy had opened t^s^passage from 294 vri.th another of liis raany deifications oi 
Dulles (AIJ en) ; "Then I brioiea®Bulles on the situation. He tried to look cheerful bui, 
could not convince me that there was still hope, Dulles was a professioiml^man. He knew 
the politicians had ruined an operation that would have been successful had it been ^ 
supported by more airpower an.d a better preparation." If he didn’t know all the plan^g 
included no ibnerican involvement of any overt nature and all the planning was by Dulles, 
then ho is not superspy but supersuperspy. And elsehwere he ^ has a few criticial comments 
on the selection -also by Dulles and the CIA - of the landing place, saying iy ’^as tne 
worst possible, that it woiadn't succeed. Of course, tliis also bears on the editing,^ which 
in some places is so terrible it doesi?.’t even have the name of a major division of one_ 

CIA, the well-laiown one he says doesn t exist, the department of dirty tricks, given right, 
'^e calls it and his editor permits it"to be called the Division of Plan. 

This is the book of the omniscient who occasionally pretends otherwise, as in the 
abov quote, calling himself stupid, actually presents himself as the one man beside 
■“ulles who was never wrong. His ovm bosses, even those he likes, or says were greav, xrere 
all frail and human, I might add also crooks and incompetents. 

His stuff on the missies is so thing (296) tha.t he even ssys he laiew their purpose 
because of an unconfinaed reportthat was also quite OTong "that a large hole was 
drilled tlirough the ceiling of the covem to the pasture 50 feet aoove. This hole laa the 



appearance of a large tube big enou^ to hold a missle and paistiai oriented in the 
direction of the United States." 1*mt is obviou.sly wrong about this to all but supersuperspies 
is that missies are launched vertically and then guided to their destinations, to e^ 

50 feet is not deep enough to hide an3rtliing or even to hold t e damned thing. But he is 
modest enoiigh on the next page: "I have every reason to tliink that the intelligence I 
collected was included in the bulk of information on which the President of the United 
States based his decision to call the Russians to account. I l^ve had, in private, the 
- Hi an!,-.:; of CIA director John He one." He docs not say for this/ "intellig-enca ana if _ne 
Imows anything of what the PrePddent actually said, even if he believed his own rubbish, he 
knows ho was not and could not have been part of tliat "bullc of information , lOCS^o photographic. 




This is a man who is not bright but considers himself bril’Liant, the lonely genius 
battling the entire world, save for such indubitable fellow geniuses as Dulles, for whom 
he reserves IxLs highest praises in every area. He is aii insensitive man, as heavy as an 
Oteplca and as dominated by his own backward po,itical views. Altnohgh these political 
beliefs eioide from every page, every phraising and formulation, he is careful not to 
identify his oim political belief, reserving such expressions for explicit or snide 
comments about others, V/hat ^this would seem to add up to is tha.t the book is worhtless 
.and entirely undependable, ‘-^’his is not vrliat I am saying. ¥hat I believe is that it 
reuires the most careful analysis, for it can be and I believe is a work of great valuel 
The porblem is deciding what is dependable and what isn't. The decision is not made easier 
by the schizoid character of the xjriting, where General de Lattre is a* one time a military 
and diplocatic genius. However, in that area it nay be of quintessential value in pinpointing 
one version of the origins of ITS involvement in SEAsia and how it was arranged by deLattre 
and Bedell Smith. 

The insensitivity and carelessness extends to his oxm name. Wgen I first became 
interested in him he was described to me aby an old frined of mine, a Brencliariin who 
knew him well, as a stuff shirt, so self-onportant that he added the "de" to his name to 
suggest origin in the nobility. Bearing on tMs, when he quotes qthers about himself, he 
never ones has anyone referring to him as "de Vosjoli", always " Vosjoli". He novera once 
does this in hifs references to others. 

His coim,ientaries on the art of intelligence are interesting, '^e says it is not 
necessary to go in for the cloak-and-dagger stixff, that all one need do is ask the right 
question of the right guy. Tliis is, of course, true of the desk man . But it is not of 
the true secret agent, working in the field. The truth is that in/the entire book he does 
not at any point have an illustration of his oxm functioning as anything but a bureau- 
crat. I doubt he could have survived a real field operation, and if anything he says of 
himself and Cuba and the rest of the x’estem hemisphere is true, all of it was open 
operation vrith diplomatic stiUiding, hardly the nature of secret intelligence operations. 

His references to his sources does not in any way diminish this coiaient, 

Tliat so inept and insensitive a man could have been in charge of E. encli counter- 
intelligence in the western hemisphere is beyond belief, ezeept in terms of their caring 
nothing for it or having to get him out of Paris so they could function. All he did vis.s 
talk to the CIA ,;,nd others, hardly genuine oounter-intclligonce. He recounts no real 
exploit, ,iot one, the closest thing being the seeking him out of an Arab diplomat anxious 
to maite some money by treachery. 

All of this is entirely consistent ifith the Farewell iimerica oaper, vhicli is as 
indelicate an operation as can be conceived. It could not possible have succeeded against 
any but a Q-arrison, It is not nearly enough to say that Garrison was ;d.zed up correctly, 
for any such operation would have to take into account that someone in his office, someone 
in his trust, would read and blox? the tiling, i-fliich can't survive the slightest critifal 
analysis. There si nothing to tliis point bearing directly on 'whether or hot he could liave 
bean part of it or in charg-e of it, but the nature Oj.' that game is entirely consistent with 
Ms self-characterization, including closeness to the CIA. One point is interesting. Earlier 
in the hook he describesin detail the means of SDECE for counterfeiting anything, and tMs 
in Ms description extends to the manufacture of the proper kind of paper. 

These notes are by no means inclusive. I hav^ marked the book itself at appropriate 
points. Bspecailly inplausibilities and inconsistencies. One of tho more interesting elemenents 
is in Ms apparent quest for vengeance, Mt hatred of Ms former associates or SDEC.. in 
general. It deals with ])olitical assassinations, spelled out, beginMug with no such function 
in the CIa( 0. 1‘Iany Algerians ana their associates were assassinated by SDECE. He glosses 
over the Ben Barka cqse. But he saesrs it v?as done with GoMen, from before he rc;^urned to 
Germany from 3xri.tzerland (Dulles' post during the war, by the way). It would seem that any 
Gepen involvement would mean CIA involvement, for he vias part of it, Ms outfit xjas. 




